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DETAILED ACTION 

Claims K 3-4. 6-35. 39. 41-48 and 50 are pending . 

RESPONSE TO AMENDMENT 

No claims have been amended. Claims 2, 5, 36-38, 40, 49 and 51-55 are cancelled, 
RESPONSE TO ARGUMENTS 

Applicant's arguments, see Remarks pages 10-13, filed 9/14/2006, with respect to the 
rejection(s) of claims 1, 3-4, 6-35, 39, 41-48 and 50 under Sridhar et al have been fully 
considered and are persuasive. Therefore, finality of the rejection has been withdrawn. 
However, upon further consideration, a new ground of rejection is made in view of Hyakutake 
(US 6,788,709), 

CLAIM REJECTIONS - 35 USC § 103 
The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C 103(a) which forms the basis for all obviousness 
rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 
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1. Claims 1, 3, 4, 7-13, 15-17, 19-32, 39, 41, 43-48 and 50 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 
103(a) as being unpatentable over Sridhar et al (US 6,324,582) in view of Hyakutake (US 
6,788,709). 

a. Per claims 1 and 39, Sridhar et al teach a method and apparatus for receiving 
data via multiple channel broadcast media, comprising: 

■ receiving a request for a desired data object, said desired data object being 
associated with a first-level name (col. 14 lines 6-16); 

■ obtaining a plurality of second-level names associated with said first-level name, 
each second-level name being associated with one or a plurality of low-level data 
to objects (col. 14 lines 20-47); and 

■ obtaining location information associated with said second-level names via a first 
broadcast channel, said location information identifying at least two of multiple 
broadcast channels for carrying data associated with low-level data objects (col. 8 
line 56-col.9 line 2, col. 13 lines 8-28 and 40-50); 

■ wherein said desired data object is a web page (col. 14 lines 20-47, col. 24 lines 38- 
46, col.28 lines 15-43, col,32 lines 38-53, col.36 lines 3-24). 

However, Sridhar et al fail to explicitly teach said low-level data objects being in 
order by retrieval priority and a web page comprising at least a portion of said low-level data 
objects for retrieval and display in a order defined by said retrieval priority. However, Hyakutake 
teaches the retrieval of low-level objects according to their respective display timing order 
wherein the timing information of the objects determines the display order (col.l line 57-col.2 
line 34, col.10 lines 10-65, col. 17 lines 26-39, col.20 lines 30-34, col.222 lines 41-56). 

It would have been obvious to one skilled in the art at the time the invention was 
made to combine the teachings of Sridhar et al with Hyakutake that allows for the ordering of 
low-level objects by retrieval priority and displaying the objects in an order defined by retrieval 
priority so that the low-level objects are prioritized based upon the timing information which 
ensures that the objects will be displayed in the desired order and at the desired time. 
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b. Claims 22, 31, 48 and 50 contain limitations that are substantially equivalent to 
claims 1 and 39 and are therefore rejected under the same basis. 

c. Per claims 3 and 41, Sridhar et al with Hyakutake teach the method and 
apparatus of claims 1 and 39, Sridhar et al further teach wherein data associated with respective 
low-level data objects is received via at least two channels of said multiple channel broadcast 
medium (col. 13 lines 8-28, col. 16 lines 25-67; Hyakutake: col.2 lines 30-34, col. 11 lines 46-51, 
col. 14 lines 57-67). 

d. Per claims 4 and 43, Sridhar et al with Hyakutake teach the method and 
apparatus of claims 1 and 39, Sridhar et al further teach wherein data associated with respective 
low-level data objects is broadcast according to a protocol indicated in said location information 
(col. 3 1 lines 31-36, col. 36 lines 25-29; Hyakutake: col.5 lines 37-62, col.12 lines 1-4). 

e. Per claims 7 and 24, Sridhar et al with Hyakutake teach the methods claims 1 
and 22, Sridhar et al further teach wherein said broadcast media comprises at least one of a cable 
transmission medium, an optical transmission medium, a satellite transmission medium, an 
optical transmission medium, a satellite transmission medium and a radio frequency (RF) 
transmission medium (col. 3 lines 5-13 and 59-64, col. 10 lines 40-53, col. 18 lines 28-38; 
Hyakutake: col. 4 lines 27-31, col.7 lines 25-27, colli lines 9-14, 27-36 and 46-51, col. 14 lines 
18-22). 

f. Per claim 8, Sridhar et al with Hyakutake teach the method and apparatus of 
claim 1, Sridhar et al further teach wherein said broadcast medium is a portion of a computer 
network (col,3 lines 5-13 and 59-64, col. 18 lines 28-38; Hyakutake: col. 4 lines 2-31, col. 8 lines 
4-23). 
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g. Per claim 9, Sridhar et al with Hyakutake teach the method and apparatus of 
claim 1, Sridhar et al further teach wherein said first-level name is a uniform resource locator 
(URL) (col.3 lines 29-40, col.4 lines 25-30, col. 14 lines 7-16; Hyakutake: col. 6 lines 27-28, col.7 
lines 1-30, col. 1 5 lines 46-58). 

h. Claims 10 and 25 are substantially similar to claim 9 and are therefore rejected 
also under the same basis. 

i. Per claim 11, Sridhar et al with Hyakutake teach the method of claim 1, Sridhar 
et a! further teach wherein said first-level name is a text string (col.3 lines 29-40, col.4 lines 25- 
30, col. 14 lines 7-16, col. 28 lines 9-30; Hyakutake: coL6 lines 27-32). 

j. Per claim 12, Sridhar et al with Hyakutake teach the method of claim 1 1 , Sridhar 
et al further teach wherein said text string is associated with an icon (col.14 lines 20-22; 
Hyakutake: col. 10 lines 3-18 and 44-67, col. 11 lines 2-10, col.22 lines 41-45). 

k. Per claim 13, Sridhar et al with Hyakutake teach the method of claim 1, Sridhar 
et al further teach wherein said second-level name takes a minimal amount of storage space 
(col.14 lines 20-65). 

1. Per claim 15, Sridhar et al with Hyakutake teach the method of claim 1, Sridhar 
et al further teach wherein said second-level name is an index into a table (col. 26 lines 1-9, 
col. 27 lines 1-33, col.28 lines 1-14; Hyakutake: col. 9 line 60-col.lO line 18). 

m. Per claims 16 and 26, Sridhar et al with Hyakutake teach the method of claims 1 
and 22, Sridhar et al further teach wherein said location information is accessed through a 
memory containing a data structure (col. 26 lines 1-9, col. 27 lines 1-33, col.28 lines 1-14; 
Hyakutake: col. 10 lines 7-18). 
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n. Per claims 17, 27 and 44, Sridhar et al with Hyakutake teach the method and 
apparatus of claims 1, 22 and 39, Sridhar et al further teach wherein said location information is 
sufficient to locate said data in a data stream (col. 26 lines 1-9, col.27 lines 1-33, col. 28 lines 1- 
43; Hyakutake: col. 15 lines 52-58). 

o. Per claims 19, 28, 45, Sridhar et al with Hyakutake teach the method and 
apparatus of claims 1, 22 and 39, Sridhar et al further teach including the further step of 
combining said plurality of low-level data objects (col. 14 lines 17-47; Hyakutake: col.9 lines 36- 
56, col.22 lines 41-45). 

p. Per claims 20, 29 and 46, Sridhar et al with Hyakutake teach the method and 
apparatus of claims 19, 28 and 45, Sridhar et al further teach including the step of combining 
results in a portion of said desired data object (col. 14 lines 17-47; Hyakutake: col. 2 line 20-43). 

q. Per claims 21, 30 and 47, Sridhar et al with Hyakutake teach the method and 
apparatus of claims 20, 29 and 46, Sridhar et al further teach the further step of presenting said 
desired data object (col.9 lines 51-56). 

r. Per claim 23, Sridhar et al with Hyakutake teach the method and apparatus of 
claim 22, Sridhar et al further teach wherein said desired data object is a web page (col. 3 lines 
29-40, col. 4 lines 25-30, col. 14 lines 7-47; Hyakutake: col. 10 lines 7-18, col.l 1 lines 18-26). 

s. Per claim 32, Sridhar et al with Hyakutake teach the method of claim 31, Sridhar 
et al further teach including the further step of broadcasting said each one of said plurality of 
data objects forming said data (col. 13 lines 8-22; Hyakutake: col. 2 line 20-43, col.l 1 lines 1-45, 
col.l 1 line 56-col.l2 line 4, col. 15 lines 52-58, col. 16 lines 24-37). 
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2. Claim 14 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Sridhar et al (US 
6,324,582) in view of Hyakutake (US 6,788,709) in further view of Zigmond et al (US 
6,785,902). 

Per claim 14, Sridhar et al teach the method of claim 1, as applied above, including 
second-level names comprising text strings (col. 14 lines 20-65, col. 27 lines 19-33, col. 28 line 
si 5-43), yet Sridhar et al fail to explicitly teach that the second-level name is an integer. 
However Zigmond et al teach that the second-level name is an integer (col. 7 lines 26-30). It 
would have been obvious to one skilled in the art at the time the invention was made to combine 
the teachings of Sridhar et al and Hyakutake with Zigmond et al that allows for second-level 
names to be numbers, as opposed to text or alphanumeric strings; which is a well-known 
technique used in the art as a preferential naming convention for data files and objects. 

3. Claims 18, 33 and 34 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Sridhar et al (US 6,324,582) in view of Hyakutake (US 6,788,709) in further view ofAltschuler 
et al (US 6,778,971). 

a. Per claims 33 and 34, Sridhar et al with Hyakutake teach the method of claims 
31 and 32 as applied above. Hyakutake teaches a television screen and motion picture section 
(col. 2 lines 30-34, col. 9 lines 36-37), yet fails to explicitly teach the method wherein said each 
one of said plurality of data objects is broadcast as an MPEG section. However, Attschuler el al 
teach the inclusion MPEG encoded video as embedded objects of a webpage, with associated 
object IDs, that are structured and logged in an hierarchy for the webpage (col. 14 lines 30-39). It 
would have been obvious to one skilled in the art at the time the invention was made to combine* 
the teachings of Sridhar et al with Altschuler et al that provisions the inclusion of MPEG as 
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broadcasted objects on a webpage — web pages with encoded MPEG video files are well-known 
in the art for broadcasting multimedia. 

b. Claim 18 is substantially similar to claims 33 and 34 and is therefore rejected 
under the same basis, 

4. Claim 6 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Sridhar el al (US 
6,324,582) in view of Hyakutake (US 6,788,709) in further view of Ikeda (US 6,212,681). 

Per claim 6, Sridhar et al with Hyakutake teach the method and apparatus of claim 1 as 

applied above along with location information for the data objects, yet fail to explicitly teach 

wherein location information indicates for each low-level data object a location parameter, a size 

parameter and a bandwidth parameter. However Ikeda teaches location, size and bandwidth 

information for the broadcasted data of the channels (col. 8 lines 41-67, coL9 lines 13-44, col. 10 

lines 57-65). It would have been obvious to one skilled in the art at the time the invention was 

made to combine the teachings of Sridhar et al and Hyakutake with Ikeda in order to maintain 

different types of meta-data for locating, identifying and characterizing the data objects — 

maintaining attribute data of objects/content is a common technique used in the art. 

5. Claim 35 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Sridhar et al (US 
6,324,582) in view of Hyakutake (US 6,788,709) in further view of Boon (US 6,351,565). 

Per claim 35, Sridhar et al with Hyakutake teach the method of claim 31 as applied 

above, yet fail to explicitly teach said data object is formatted for transmission as an UDP packet. 

However, Boon teaches said data object is formatted for transmission as an UDP packet (coM7 

lines 65-67). Therefore, it would have been obvious to one skilled in the art at the time the 
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invention was made to combine the teachings of Sridhar et al and Hyakutake with Boon by 
having said data object be formatted for transmission as an UDP packet because UDP is a part of 
the TCP/IP data transmission packet protocol used within the internet and is commonly used in 
the ait to transmit packets of data due to it's transmission efficiency. 

6. Claim 42 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Sridhar et al (US 
6,324,582) in view of Hyakutake (US 6,788,709) in further view of Bisdikian et al (US 
6,047,317). 

Per claim 42, Sridhar et al with Hyakutake teach the apparatus of claim 39 as applied 
above, yet fail to explicitly teach wherein data associated with respective low-level data objects 
is broadcast a number of times as indicated in said location information. However Bisdikian et al 
teach data associated with respective low-level data objects is broadcast a number of times as 
indicated in said location information (col. 3 line 55-col.4 line 52). It would have been obvious to 
one skilled in the art at the time the invention was made to combine the teachings of Sridhar et al 
and Hyakutake with Bisdikian et al for the purpose of providing indicia with the meta-data of the 
data objects that specifies the number of times to broadcast the objects. Such indicia are common 
in the art and are realized via tags and flags that specify particular restrictions for and 
information about the data objects. 

CONCLUSION 

The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to applicant's disclosure: 
Feiste (5,963,978), Hyakutake (6,891,859), Boehme et al (6,578,192), Powers et al (6,362,817). 
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Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Kristie Shingles whose telephone number is 571-272-3888. The 
examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday 8:30-6:00pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Rupal Dharia can be reached on 571-272-3880. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 

Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 

may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 

applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 

system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 

system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 

Kristie Shingles 
Examiner 
Art Unit 2141 
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